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Michelle Rhee is the new chancellor of
education in the District of Columbia.
She is an extraordinarily talented
young woman who has come from the
Teach For America Program, one of
the most successful new programs and
largest employer of college grads in
America. She was successful in Balti-
more in bringing back a classroom that
had fallen behind. She went up to New
York to recruit nontraditional teach-
ers. And she is now here with the same
dedication and commitment. I am not
about to give up on DC public schools.
I honestly believe the vast majority of
kids are going to be in those public
schools, and they deserve a decent edu-
cation. As much as we can help them,
we should. To despair and say there is
no hope for these public schools is not
fair to Michelle Rhee, to the new
Mayor, Mayor Fenty, or to those who
want to see this new day in education
in the District of Columbia.

I think an honest evaluation of the
DC voucher schools, as well as the DC
charter schools, and a commitment to
reform in the DC public schools is the
answer. For those who want to stop
and say no evaluation, no reauthoriza-
tion, no investigation, spend the
money on the program, no questions
asked, I am going to say no. I am going
to fight this amendment because I
think it is a move in the wrong direc-
tion. It is a move away from account-
ability. It is a move away from a local
voice in the future of the education of
kids in the District of Columbia. And it
is a movement away from quality and
back to the DC voucher original model
that did not include the most basic
standards we require of virtually every
public school in America.

I can tell you that many who are par-
ticipating in the DC Voucher Program
agree with the reforms I have sug-
gested. I have talked with them about
it. There are those who will resist it.
We cannot let them win the day by
adopting the Ensign amendment.

Now I will yield for a question.

Mr. ENSIGN. I thank Senator DURBIN
for yielding.

Madam President, is the Senator
aware that in all of the private schools
these kids are attending the core sub-
ject teachers have 4-year degrees and
that it was only in subjects such as art
and wood shop that they did not nec-
essarily have 4-year degrees? Madam
President, I ask the Senator from Illi-
nois, through the Chair, whether he is
aware of that.

Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, I say
to the Senator from Nevada that the
complement of teachers in the DC
voucher schools has changed and im-
proved over the years, there is no ques-
tion about that. But it is also true to
say that the standards imposed on the
DC public school teachers are not being
followed by the teachers in the DC
voucher schools. We have created a
double standard. As far as I am con-
cerned, if you are arguing that we
shouldn’t require all teachers to have
the appropriate academic credentials
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based on the course they teach, I ask in
response, through the Chair, is that the
standard you are suggesting for your
home State of Nevada?

Mr. ENSIGN. Madam President, I ac-
tually send my kids to schools where
not all of the teachers in core subjects
have 4-year degrees. But if a teacher is
teaching art, if a teacher is teaching
woodshop, or some other kind of pro-
gram, I would ask: Does the Senator
from Illinois really believe imposing
that on private schools is necessary?

You send your Kkids to private schools
just as I am sending my kids to private
schools. We sent them where we
thought they would get a good edu-
cation. Does the Senator think these
parents who are taking advantage of
these programs don’t care enough
about their kids to send them to the
best schools? That is why they are
choosing to get them out of public
schools. Wouldn’t the Senator from II-
linois agree those are wise parents
signing up voluntarily for this program
because they care about their kids?

Mr. DURBIN. I would like to respond
to the Senator—I know our time is
about to end—by saying that when the
GAO did their study, incidentally, they
found what you stated on the floor was
not exactly the case. It turned out
there were teachers in so-called ‘‘core
academic subjects’ without college de-
grees. Those subjects include English,
reading, and Ilanguage arts, math,
science, foreign language, civics and
government, economics, art, history,
and geography. That is the definition
of core academic subjects. And the
teachers in many voucher schools did
not meet those requirements.

I might also say to the Senator from
Nevada that my wife and I made a per-
sonal decision to send our children to
Catholic schools, knowing we would be
paying public property taxes in my
hometown of Springfield, IL, to sup-
port public education, and we had an
additional financial burden on our fam-
ily to pay for tuition, as you have. We
accepted that burden, and I believe it is
part of the bargain. We support public
education, but we made a family deci-
sion to pay for our kids to go to Catho-
lic schools.

I have supported public school
referenda throughout my time in my
hometown. I believe public education is
the core when it comes to the develop-
ment of the community. In my home-
town of East St. Louis, when the public
schools went to Haiti, the Catholic
schools followed quickly behind. They
are all in this together.

Madam President, I know we have
run out of time.

———
RECESS

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the previous order, the Senate will
stand in recess until 2:15 p.m.

Thereupon, at 12:32 p.m., the Senate
recessed until 2:15 p.m., and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. CARPER).
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas is recognized.

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President,
what is the pending order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is
no pending order. There has been no
unanimous consent. The Senator is rec-
ognized.

Mrs. HUTCHISON. Mr. President, I
rise today to speak in opposition to the
Omnibus appropriations bill that is be-
fore us. I think this debate has been
good. We have had amendments. I
thank the majority leader for allowing
amendments to be offered. I note that
not one amendment has been agreed to,
but nevertheless we have had the de-
bate and I think the American people
do deserve to know more about this bill
and why there are so many objections
to it.

I am speaking against it today be-
cause of its sheer size. It is a $408 bil-
lion bill. But when you account for the
previous bills that have already passed
appropriations this fiscal year for de-
fense, military construction, veterans
affairs, and homeland security, the bot-
tom line is for fiscal year 2009 we are
going to spend $1 trillion. Passage of
this bill will mark the first time in
U.S. history that our regular appro-
priations process, funding Government
in the routine and regular order, will
surpass $1 trillion.

Last week I offered an amendment.
Senator McCAIN offered an amendment,
Senator COBURN offered several amend-
ments, Senator DEMINT, Senator
VITTER, Senator KYL—s0 many amend-
ments have been offered but they were
basically different ways to bring down
the cost of this bill to some kind of re-
sponsible, agreed-upon area so we can
say we are doing the people’s bidding
by taking care of taxpayer dollars.
That is what we tried to do.

First, Senator McCAIN offered an
amendment to say let’s do a continuing
resolution that funds Government at
2008 levels until October 1, the end of
the fiscal year. Next, an amendment
was offered by Senator ENSIGN that ba-
sically said 2008 spending levels, but
with the new bill, with the new author-
izations. It will have all of the congres-
sional imprint but it will be 2008 levels.
That failed.

My amendment was 2008 levels with
the rate of inflation, so instead of an 8-
percent increase in spending in a 1-year
period, double the rate of inflation, it
would have been a 3.8 percent increase
from 2008, which I thought was quite
reasonable. Furthermore, I said let’s
decide that we will only take it from
the accounts in the bill before us that
duplicate what we passed in the stim-
ulus bill weeks ago. In that way, we
would say to the American people we
are going to fund the Government at
2008 levels plus the rate of inflation,
and the way we are going to cut it back
is to let the Appropriations Committee
decide which of the duplicated ac-
counts that were passed in the stim-
ulus bill 2 weeks ago would be taken
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